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Are you dangerous ? 


In case you don’t know you can always rely on an 
intelligence service agency to explain it to you. In 
our case let’s read what the Canadian one is 
explaining about you. See you all in Quebec in 
April... 


CANADIAN SECURITY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE 
publication 


Report # 2000/08 ANTI-GLOBALIZATION - A 
SPREADING PHENOMENON 

August 22, 2000 

This paper uses open sources to examine any 
topic with the potential to cause threats to public 
or national security 


INTRODUCTION 


1. Shock and surprise were widespread in the 
wake of the disruptive protests and associated 
violence that characterized the Seattle World 
Trade Organization (WTO) Ministerial Conference, 
29 November-3 December, 1999. Yet the 
demonstrations were not something new, nor was 
the principal target—multinational corporate 
power—an unexpected focus. Opposition to 
corporate globalization has been growing for 
several years, a trend underscored by increasing 
media attention since 1995. Security agencies at 
Seattle, however, were caught off-guard by the 
large number of demonstrators and scope of 
representation, combined with the use of 
sophisticated methods and_ technology that 
effectively shut down the Conference. 


2. Prior to Seattle, the most recent associated 
event occurred six months earlier, on 18 June, 
1999, when protests known as “J18” were 
organized to coincide with the G8 Economic 
Summit in Cologne, Germany. The focal point was 
the City of London, where a march of 2000 people 
degenerated into a riot in which 42 people were 
injured and damage was estimated at one million 
pounds sterling.(1) But the activities were not 
confined to London; cities in North America and 
Europe also were involved, and in most cases 
financial districts were targeted. 


3. Bringing together a broad spectrum of interests 
and agendas, J18 incorporated both people and 
technology. While the former demonstrated on the 
streets, the latter featured in cyberattacks against 
business institutions. For five hours, at least 20 
companies were subjected to more than 10,000 
attacks by hackers(2). Adding a sense of insult to 
injury, the Internet was the means by which the 
concept of J18 originated, and by which the event 
was ultimately orchestrated. 


4. Neither J18 nor the WTO protest in Seattle, or 
its counterpart, A16, the International Monetary 
Fund/World Bank (IMF/WB) demonstration five 
months later in Washington, DC, were unique, 
one-off events. As exemplified by further protest 
activity at the Organization of American States 
(OAS) Ministerial Meeting in Windsor, and the 
World Petroleum Conference (WPC) in Calgary, 
similar incidents can be expected to occur in 
various forms and with varying degrees of 
intensity, aiming at the same target—corporate 
power—for the foreseeable future. Reminiscent of 
the Vietnam and anti-nuclear protest era of the 
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‘60s and ‘70s, the activities are global in scope, 
international in locale, and have involved sites in 
Canada on several occasions. 


SITUATION 


5. Meetings of international monetary, trade and 
environmental organizations, which in the past 
incited little or no protest interest, are now 
drawing the attention of thousands of anti- 
globalization activists. Representing a _ broad 
spectrum of groups, lobbyists, and overlapping 
networks, including some _ violent extremists 
whose presence raises security concerns, they 
share a mutual antipathy—that of multinational 
corporate power. Often described as more 
influential and stronger than government, some 
corporations boast budgets larger than the gross 
domestic product (GDP) of many nations: “...of 
the top hundred economies, fifty-one are 
multinationals and only forty-nine are 
countries.”(3) 


6. Alleged abuse of corporate power by 
multinationals is the basic focus of protest activity. 
Large corporations with international undertakings 
stand accused of social injustice, unfair labour 
practices— including slave labour wages, living 
and working conditions—as well as a lack of 
concern for the environment, mismanagement of 
natural resources, and ecological damage. Anti- 
globalization demonstrations have _ achieved 
worldwide support partly because the target, per 
se, its representatives, and its effects are global in 
nature. Major brand names, among them Nike, 
Starbucks, McDonalds, and Shell Oil, are principal 
targets, ironically because their massive 
advertising campaigns designed to engender 
public prominence have been successful—and that 
status is being used to highlight the charges 
brought against them. 


7. Protest objectives extend beyond the claimed 
corporate impropriety, however. Multinational 
economic institutions, such as the World Trade 
Organization (WTO), the World Bank (WB), and 
the International Monetary Fund (IMF), are seen 
as establishing, monitoring, and rendering 
judgements on global trade practices, and are 
viewed as the spearheads of economic 
globalization. These institutions, considered to be 
the servants of corporate interests, exercising 
more power than elected governments and 
interested only in the profit motive, have 
increasingly become principal demonstration 
targets. Underlying the anti-globalization theme is 
criticism of the capitalist philosophy, a stance 


promoted once again by left-of-centre activists 
and militant anarchists. 


8. The global parameters have encouraged 
disparate groups and individuals to participate in 
the demonstrations. In Seattle and Washington, 
for example, the wide variety of parading 
malcontents evoked the eclectic ambience of a 
“protest county fair.” Circumstances also have 
promoted the involvement of fringe extremists 
who espouse violence, largely represented by 
Black Bloc anarchists and factions of militant 
animal-rights and environmental activists. The 
melding of various elements and establishing of 
strange-bedfellow ties at individual 
demonstrations have contributed both to the 
impact and the unique character of the events. 


[.--] 
Tactics and Technology 


22. While diversity has contributed to modernizing 
and strengthening protests and demonstrations, 
new tactics and technology, collectively and 
individually, have radically changed the face of 
protest activity and generated renewed life in the 
reality of demonstrations. Gone are old-style 
gatherings confined to waving placards and 
banners, declaiming speakers, and moderate, 
controlled marches in specific locations. Not unlike 
the massive and often vigourous Out of Vietnam 
and Ban the Bomb protests of the ‘60s and ‘70s 
decades, today’s demonstrations, resurrecting the 
anarchist theme of “direct action,” employ a host 
of novel methodologies that have given a whole 
new complexion to the nature of the protests. The 
development and implementation of new tactics 
are a direct result of the impact of new technology 
and the ability of organizers to use it to their best 
advantage. 


23. Creating the foundation for dramatic change, 
the Internet has had a profound impact—in part 
by enabling organizers to quickly and easily 
arrange demonstrations and protests, worldwide if 
necessary. Individuals and groups now are able to 
establish dates, share experiences, accept 
responsibilities, arrange logistics, and initiate a 
myriad of other taskings that would have been 
impossible to manage readily and rapidly in the 
past. International protests and demonstrations 
can be organized for the same date and time, so 
that a series of protests take place in concert. The 
Internet has breathed new life into the anarchist 
philosophy, permitting communication and 
coordination without the need for a central source 
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of command, and facilitating coordinated actions 
with minimal resources and bureaucracy. It has 
allowed groups and individuals to cement bonds, 
file e-mail reports of perceived successes, and 
recruit members. 


24. Anti-globalists aim by force of numbers to 
shut down targeted meetings and, in the process, 
paralyze free movement in a host city. In the 
short term, they carry an economic impact, a form 
of sabotage long endorsed by environmental 
activists. In the months prior to a campaign, 
activists attend extensive training and educational 
courses associated with proposed protests and 
demonstrations. By organizing counter summits to 
run concurrently with international events, as was 
done during the June, 2000, World Petroleum 
Congress in Calgary, activists ensure involvement. 
Pre-event lectures include highly emotive 
subjects, such as the execution of activist Ken 
Saro-Wiwa by the Nigerian government in 1995, 
and human-rights conditions in Bolivia and 
Guatemala. Idealism plays a large role, with 
protesters becoming more and more 
knowledgeable about’ their subject and 
sophisticated in their methodology, using 
travelling “road shows” and teach-ins to increase 
their effectiveness. 


25. The new protest phenomenon has _ been 
characterized by the broad range of interests 
which have come together to conduct the 
demonstrations with minimal dissension. “Reclaim 
The Streets,” a UK-based initiative that originated 
with street parties or “raves” in the mid-1990s, is 
a tactical concept that protesters have adopted to 
promote their causes en masse(1i2), and which 
gave rise to the massive gatherings at Seattle and 
Washington. The methodology has _ been 
remarkable in terms of organization, especially 
because a central “director” is not evident and, in 
part, the resulting lack of infighting has been the 
secret of success. Like the Internet itself, the anti- 
globalist movement is a body that manages to 
survive and even thrive without a head. However, 
radical elements and extremists are taking 
advantage both of the absence of a controlling 
element and the events themselves to indulge in 
violence, which is not the stated intent of 
demonstration participants. 


26. One of the more impressive innovations has 
been the method of organizing, arranging, and 
directing the operational and administrative 
activities associated with the demonstrations— 
accomplished effectively without the obvious 
influence of central authority, command, or 


control. In many ways, the system is very similar 
to that advocated by anarchists of the libertarian 
socialist philosophy. Activities begin with like- 
minded individuals who gather in affinity groups 
across the country, plan their roles, and travel to 
the site of the demonstration. Once at the site, 
they join with other like-minded affinity groups to 
form clusters and to select a spokesperson who 
attends the daily spokescouncil. At the latter, 
discussions are held and information passed 
concerning operational and administrative 
activities—arrangements for accommodation, 
feeding, legal advice, types of actions to be 
implemented. Locations are chosen for certain 
activities and agreements reached concerning the 
types of protest actions to be undertaken, 
although complete agreement is not always 
achieved—the more militant or extremist elements 
usually do as they please. 


27. Some clusters undertake specific taskings and 
responsibilities, such as securing _ food, 
transportation, and accommodation, making legal 
arrangements, and forming into working groups to 
cope with the range of logistical, administrative, 
and operational requirements necessary for a 
successful protest (e.g., media, training, legal, 
transportation, issues, permitted actions, 
scenarios, propaganda, medical, fundraising, 
communications). Prior to the Washington IMF/WB 
demonstration, a number of affinity groups met 
several months in advance, as did representatives 
of the spokescouncil and the working groups. 
Some sponsors, representatives of labour 
organizations, and a broad range of causes formed 
coalitions for the purpose of “mobilizing” 
participants. Again, the availability of the Internet 
permitted them to share ideas, experiences, and 
problems from a global perspective. 


28. Cellphones constitute a basic means of 
communication and control, allowing protest 
organizers to employ the concepts of mobility and 
reserves and to move groups from place to place 
as needed. The mobility of demonstrators makes it 
difficult for law enforcement and_ security 
personnel to attempt to offset their opponents 
through the presence of overwhelming numbers. 
It is now necessary for security to be equally 
mobile, capable of readily deploying reserves, 
monitoring the communications of protesters, and, 
whenever possible, anticipating the intentions of 
the demonstrators. In some cases, the extremist 
elements, e.g., Black Bloc anarchists, have used 
the ranks of moderate protesters as shields to 
prevent law enforcement personnel from viewing 
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violent activities and from getting into position to 
stop the damage. 


29. Protesters have learned to employ both 
kerosene and vinegar-soaked rags for anti-tear 
gas and anti-pepper spray purposes, and to use a 
combination of chicken wire, PVC pipe, and linked 
arms to create almost immoveable — street 
barricades. As well, a technique which harks back 
at least three decades to anti-nuclear and Left and 
Right Wing demonstrations in Great Britain, the 
renewed use of ball bearings and marbles against 
police horses has been suggested. Among the use 
of new technologies, Pretty Good Privacy (PGP) is 
the preferred means of encrypting 
communications on the Internet. As well, the anti- 
globalists have adopted media-savvy techniques 
developed and refined by environmental activists. 
For example, during the 26-30 March, 2000, BIO 
2000 biotechnology conference held in Boston, 
protestors against genetically modified food set up 
the ‘Boston Independent Media Centre,’ which 
posted photos, stories and audio clips on its Web 
site throughout the week of protests. 


30. The Ruckus Society, a Berkeley, California- 
based group formed in 1995, has made a specialty 
of training protesters to meet the challenges 
encountered in demonstrating effectively, e.g., the 
placement of banners and individuals in critical 
locations, overcoming obstacles, and evading 
security controls. Ruckus played a leading role in 
preparing demonstrators participating at Seattle 
and Washington, and_ previously _ trained 
environmentalists in civil disobedience in Alberta 
and British Columbia. Representatives were 
present in Windsor and Calgary, prior to the OAS 
and WPC conferences, to teach demonstrators 
various improved protest techniques(13). An 
offshoot Canadian group, Co-Motion Action, 
conducted a training camp in Banff to prepare 
protesters for the World Petroleum Congress. 
Among direct action and civil disobedience lessons 
taught are use of the Internet, cellphones, video 
cameras, scaling walls, climbing trees, creating 
human blockades, scouting sites, and forming 
plans to combat police tactics(14). 


[..] 
OUTLOOK 


36. Anti-globalization protests and demonstrations 
will continue. In fact, many non-associated groups 
will seize on the anti-globalization theme as a 
convenient rationale to participate in 
demonstrations, making it difficult to accurately 


forecast security needs. Conference organizers, 
security agencies, and law enforcement personnel 
will have to accept that reality and the inherent 
challenge, which will demand adequate 
contingency planning. Sound intelligence 
arrangements will be crucial to the successful 
implementation of precautionary measures, 
especially to avoid errors of over- or under- 
commitment of resources and to preclude 
draconian responses or steps which would 
promote violent reactions from _ protesters. 
Extremist fringe elements will seek any excuse to 
indulge in aggressive tactics or resort to 
destructive activities. Clashes amongst 
demonstrators and between protesters and 
security peronnel have become a standard feature 
of many conference demonstrations, and some 
anarchist groups are calling for more violent 
involvement. 


37. North America, Europe, and the United 
Kingdom will likely be the most affected areas, 
largely because the majority of targeted meetings 
and conferences are scheduled there. Prominent 
locales such as London, Paris, Berlin, Vienna, and 
Prague are attractive to delegates, media, and 
protesters alike, as were Washington and Seattle. 
Within relatively easy travel distance, even for 
trans-atlantic journeys, they’ are readily 
accessible, offer a wide range of amenities, and 
possess excellent communications. As well, such 
major capital cities have a cachet that enhances 
the impact of media coverage and encourages the 
presence and extraordinary actions of 
demonstrators. 


38. Distance and remote location remain factors in 
curtailing the presence of demonstrators to some 
degree, but are not sufficient to ensure security or 
constrain the influence of pressure groups. For 
example, early in May, the annual meeting of the 
Asian Development Bank at Chiang Mai, Thailand, 
was overwhelmed by 4,000 protesters demanding 
an end to policies they claimed punished the poor. 
Inspired by events in Washington and Seattle, 
protesters caught police by surprise when they 
stormed security barricades.(17) The July G-8 
Summit on Okinawa was peaceful, largely because 
heavy security precautions combined with high 
costs for transportation, accomodation and logistic 
support to deter the presence of large numbers of 
protesters. Nonetheless, a day prior to the 
conference, thousands of people staged protests 
across Japan and students marched in Tokyo, 
shouting “Smash the summit.” (18) 
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39. While location will have an influence on the 
number and type of demonstrators present at a 
conference, the purpose and nature of the 
gathering will be a much more decisive factor. 
Significant meetings, especially those featuring 
senior government or corporate leaders, such as 
G-8 Summits and IMF meetings, will attract large 
numbers of peaceful protesters, as well as those 
predisposed to violent activities. As well, the lack 
of obvious achievement by principals during a 
preceding conference, such as failure to approve 
debt relief for poor countries, may serve to 
mobilize thousands more protesters and trigger a 
wave of anger and outrage at subsequent events. 
Representatives of lobby groups who were present 
on Okinawa voiced their disatisfaction with the 
outcome and claimed their frustration will lead to 
protests “that will eclipse events in Seattle.”(19) 
40. The Internet will continue to play a large role 
in the success or failure of globalization protests 
and demonstrations. Groups will use the Internet 
to identify and publicize targets, solicit and 
encourage support, organize and communicate 
information and instructions, recruit, raise funds, 
and as a means of promoting their various 
individual and collective aims. The Internet 
remains a major source of protest motivation and 
planning; it will require careful monitoring by 
conference planners to determine the intentions 
and goals of demonstrators, and to forestall 
unexpected incidents. 


41. Continued presence and use of large numbers 
of security forces, fencing, and similar restrictive 
measures could dampen the enthusiasm of 
protesters and might gradually reduce the size of 
some gatherings, as could adverse weather 
conditions. But, as demonstrated by extremist 
animal-rights and environmental activists, security 
measures could prompt a rise in the scale of 
violence from smashing windows to arson attacks, 
the use of explosive devices, and even physical 
threats against individuals, including posting 
warning letters purported to contain contaminated 
razor blades. The situation is paradoxical: the 
interest of targeted institutions and_ their 
membership in holding meetings on Canadian soil 
could wane if faced with stringent security 
precautions and movement restrictions. 
Conversely, Seattle-type disturbances and 
interference could similarly engender a loss of 
interest in using Canadian venues for international 
conferences and meetings which might prove 
attractive to demonstrators. Nonetheless, it has 
been established that antiglobalists are organizing 
against a number of international meetings in 
Canada, including the April 2001 Summit of the 


Americas in Quebec City. Given the virulent anti- 
globalization rhetoric directed against the 
Organization of American States (OAS), the threat 
of Summit-associated violence in Quebec City 
cannot be ruled out. 


http://www.csis- 
scrs.gc.ca/eng/miscdocs/200008_e.html 








April protests against the FTAA 
By Adrian Ruiz - ATTAC Argentina 


After the strong backing which they received at 
the World Social Forum held in Porto Alegre, 
Argentina's popular organisations are preparing 
the first ever global resistance demonstration in 
the Buenos Aires area . Between 5th and 7th April 
a key meeting is to take place between the 
Ministers for the Economy and for Trade and their 
treasury teams from all American countries with 
the exception of Cuba in order to establish the 
central points of the so-called Free Trade Area of 
the Americas (FTAA). 


This event is crucial becauseit it is there that the 
dotted line will be drawn on which the presidents 
will sign 15 days later at the Summit of the 
Americas to be held in Quebec, Canada. This 
means, basically, the affirmation of North 
American economic, political, military and cultural 
hegomony in a territory which the US has always 
considered as its own. As Julio Gambina,Professor 
of the University of Rosario and a member of the 
Academic Council of ATTAC Argentina points out: 


"The FTAA is a project linked with other North 
American initiatives involving all our countries 
such as the isolation of Cuba and the situation 
being created by the Plan Columbia . The 
prevailing reality at the base of the integration 
agreements bears the stamp of the hegemony of 
neoliberal thought which impregnates the more 
recent agreements, as in the case of MERCOSUR, 
which has served as arecord for the adaptation 
of the protocols of other similar undertakings with 
previous effect, such as the Cental American 
Common Market and the Andean community of 
Peoples. The content of all these agreements is to 
a some extent in conflictwith the aspirations of 
US strategy ; and in fact are very far from 
expressing comparable interests.But they have 
been drawn up in keeping with the prevailing 
policies and have been established as part of a 
procedure adapted in each integration treaty to 
favour the incoming of the most concentrated 
capital flows from member countriesof. So 
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workers and other subordinate social players find 
themselves very far from experiencing benefits 
from the regional integration mechanisms." 


For its part, the decisions of Fernando De la Rua's 
government are now making it quite clear that it 
will agree to the North American FTAA initiative ; 
furthermore, by joining the vote against Cuba in 
the UN and by raising no objection to the Plan 
Columbia prepared by the Pentagon, it shows to 
what point the neoliberal government of the 
governing Alliance is prepared to go in notable 
continuity with and consolidation of the neoliberal 
policies which have been in application for more 
than a decade since the earlier government of 
Carlos Menem. 


Combined Action 


The Argentinians have undertaken to constitute 
the base of this global demonstation. The two 
central trade unions will be on the streets; the 
Centre of Argentinian Workers (CTA) and the 
General Confederation of Labour (CGT).Small and 
medium business people, members of the 
Argentine Agrarian Federation (ApyME), are also 
supporting the demonstration, together with 
university and secondary school student sectors 
from the Argentine University Federation. 
Combined with these organisations will be the 
groups who took the lead in actions in Buenos 
Aires at the time of the Prague protests last 
September ,such as ATTAC Argentina, the Watch 
Out Network against GMOs, Dialogue 2000 and a 
combination of casually united groups which called 
itself S-26. 


The participation of the rest of Latin America will 
also be considerable, principally from the Mercosur 
countries. Various organisations political, trade 
unionist, religious, social in general ,from Brazil, 
Chile, Uruguay, Paraguay and Bolivia have 
expressed their intentions of taking part in these 
Buenos Aires demonstrations. 


AS Victor Mendibil from the national secretariat of 
the CTA declares, "We are not going to let them 
snatch away our rights as workers and in the 
streetsof Buenos Aires we will make them realise 
that another world, different from that of 
transnational globalisation ,is possible" 


Adrian Ruiz - ATTAC Argentina 
argentina@attac.org 

Translation: Prudence Dweyer, 
translator coorditrad@attac.org 





volunteer 





Basis for a discussion and an analysis of 
the Free Trade Area of the Americas 
(FTAA). 


By Apyme 


The Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA) 
started with the June 1990 proposition of the US 
President George Bush (father of the other one) 
for the founding of a “free trade area” called 
“initiative for Americas”. There have already been 
numerous precedents trying to impose the US 
strategy for the domination of the continent. The 
process started in the1994 Summit of Americas in 
Miami and forecasted the closing stages of the 
FTAA negotiations for December 2005. Argentina 
presides over the project since the end of 1999 
with the responsibility to define the agreements 
draft that will be discussed by the trade ministers 
of the 34 participating countries the 7th and 8th of 
April in Buenos-Aires, and that will be approved by 
the presidents at the Quebec summit the end of 
the same month. It was the Clinton government 
who decided to expand the NAFTA and initiate the 
FTAA using what is called the fast track in order to 
negotiate trading agreements, but the congress 
did not follow him. Now the Bush (son) 
government reiterate the offensive, starting with 
Mexico, and _ pressurizing openly the whole 
hemisphere with view to get a prompt agreement 
on the treaty and thus gain two years in the 
process, that is for 2003. 


Therefore we could say of the FTAA that it is not 
an integration project such as the European 
Union, but rather an implementation of a liberal 
trade agreement in favour of the US, a mere 
extension of the NAFTA to the whole of the 
continent. 


This neo-liberal expansion constitute a domination 
project from the US, decided in a non-democratic 
way since they are meeting in secret the trade 
ministers of the countries of Americas, with 
exception of Cuba. The FTAA can be seen as an 
actualised version of the Monroe doctrine D 
America for the (North) American D sustained by 
trading agreements trying to crystallize trading 
and furthermore political relationship of South 
America and Caribbean countries. Such a move 
must be seen as a step forward its global 
hegemony, would it be economical, political or 
cultural. The central axis being the absolute 
deregulation of all types of market, the free 
circulation of capital and goods and the 
privatisation of public services; thus strengthening 
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corporate and = multinationals power and 
weakening the capacity (or what is left of it) of the 
states to put into practice a reactivation of their 
economy in order to promote development and 
social integration. It took the Washington 
consensus a decade of neo-liberal offensive with 
devastating effects such as economic and social 
disintegration and the loss of sovereignty of the 
South American countries, for their ideologue to 
disqualify all attempt for a South American 
inspired regional integration (such as Mercosur or 
Pacto Latino) and to impose their own political 
interest in order to avoid any competitive block. 
Under these lights, the weakening of the Latino- 
American so called “national employer” is no 
surprise, especially for industrial activities 
upholding autonomous projects and looking for 
multinational or US domination free integration 
mechanisms. This situation intensifies the 
withdrawal of small and medium companies in 
front of the multinationals deepening even more 
the crisis of the sector, weakening the possibilities 
of a national development and deteriorating the 
internal markets. In the whole of South America, 
the area of the world where the biggest social and 
economical inequalities are found, the gap 
between the rich and the poor will keep on 
expanding, concentrating more if possible the 
wealth in foreign hands. The workers situation will 
worsen, the unemployment rise, and the flexibility 
of labour deepen. As a result, SMEs will close and 
they are the main employers. 


APYME - Small and Medium Size companies 
Union. One of ATTAC Argentina founders 
apyme@rcc.com.ar http://www.apyme.com.ar 





WTO Tidbits 


By omc.marseille@attac.org 





1) US reaction to stringent EU measures on 
genetically modified organism (GMOs) 


Americans involved in the fields of biotechnology, 
agriculture and the food industry are putting 
pressure on the Bush Administration to lodge an 
official complaint, via diplomatic channels, with 
the European Commission, concerning the serious 
disruptions to trade which supposedly would result 
from the forthcoming European rulings on the 
labelling of all foodstuffs contining GMOs, and the 
requirement to provide official data ensuring their 
traceability at each stage of production. 


The US authorities particularly stress that these 
rulings violate WTO rules ("Technical Obstacles to 


Trade"). According to US manufacturers, this 
directive could have negative effects on the sale of 
soy beans, corn and US food products. They hope 
their action will lead to modifications in the 
proposal, which is issued by the Directorates of 
Consumer Protection and Environment and is 
presently under consideration. In particular, US 
manufacturers do not want bulk cargos to be 
obliged to reveal the different varieties of GMOs 
they contain. At the most, they would accept to 
indicate the presence of GMOs, without stipulating 
the variety. Besides, they wish that the burden of 
providing data to guarantee that a product is 
GMO-free should be transferred from the exporter 
to the buyer, who would bear the extra cost. 


The implementation of the traceability principle 
could also affect products made from genetically 
modified material, which up to now have been 
sold in Europe without specific labelling when the 
extent of DNA modifications is indiscernible. The 
present obligation to label products containing 
over 1% of GMOs would be replaced by 
documents proving the product is GMO-free. This 
system would even affect European subsidiaries of 
US firms manufacturing soy-based products, and 
also manufacturers of soy oil and cotton. What 
also causes anxiety in transatlantic circles is the 
fact that each European state has the right to 
carry out varied and costly tests to ensure 
products’ conformity to this directive. And finally, 
these rulings will not fail to have repercussions on 
international agreements involving biotechnology, 
such as the Codex Alimentarius and _ the 
Convention on Biodiversity, whose rules could well 
go in the direction of strict application of European 
rulings in this field. 


2) Mike Moore puts off the decision about 
launching a new Round until midsummer 


However, he did admit that the Ministerial 
Conference to be held in Qatar need not 
necessarily depend upon the launch of fresh 
negotiations. It could be a more conventional 
event than that. He declared that holding an 
informal meeting could prove useful, so that 
ministers could meet without the obligation of 
delivering statements. 


3) The US violates NAFTA rules 


The United States declared that frontiers would be 
at least partially opened to Mexican trucks after a 
NAFTA arbitration panel recognized that 
prohibiting Mexicans from driving on most main 
roads in the States was against NAFTA rules. The 
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US asked Mexican truck drivers to conform to US 
safety norms. US authorities consider that 35% of 
Mexican lorries should be taken off the roads for 
safety reasons. Canada and the US have identical 
inspection rules for their trucks, but this is not so 
for Mexico. Consequently, Mexican trucks can 
only drive 20 miles north of the Americn border, 
after which their load must be transferred to US 
vehicles. US authorities are pressured by truck- 
drivers’ unions not to accept the agreement and to 
denounce its rulings. 


4)The Swedish presidence of the European Union 
wishes to create stronger links between human 
and environmental rights and WTO rules 


Sweden announced that during its Presidence it 
would promote broad agreement on_ the 
liberalization of world trade by including in it 
environmental and social subjects. However, this 
announcement seems in contradiction with that of 
the European Commissioner on External Relations, 
who last month expressed the opinion that these 
subjects should remain outside the sphere of the 
WTO. 


Sweden also wants to speed up the liberalization 
of trade in textile products with Asian and Latin 
American countries. In this field, bilateral 
agreements between the EU and 13 countries 
would boost the economic growth of these 
countries, while lowering prices of the products 
concerned in Europe and also helping exporters of 
European textiles. Sweden added that the 
removal of EU restrictions would depend on the 
willingness of the poor countries to remove their 
own tariff barriers to imports of textile products 
from the European Union. 


5)The dogma of the privatization of public utilities 
denounced in the International Herald Tribune 


On Thursday, February 22nd, the Paris-based 
International Herald Tribune published an opinion 
piece by Mr _ William Pfaff entitled "The 
Privatization of Public Utilities Can Be a Disaster". 
The eminent American (and Parisian) journalist 
brings out a significant parallel between the 
catastrophic consequences of rail privatization in 
the UK and the gigantic power cuts, also caused 
by privatization, in California. W. Pfaff deplores 
the fact that privatization "has become the 
fashionable remedy for the deficiencies and 
problems of national utilities". In other, quite 
recent, times, it seemed normal for public utilities 
to be state-run (or, in the American version, to be 
state-regulated private companies). Nowadays, 


however, the supposed necessity to make them 
the reponsibility of the "market" has jelled into an 
utterly dogmatic "ideology". 


To-day, then, we can clearly see the disasters that 
privatization can lead to. We've seen it in Russia : 
absolute catastrophe. We've seen it in the West, 
where the sale of public assets, while providing 
funds for governments in need of re-election, has 
also brought about incontrovertible disasters. The 
total ruin of UK rail : despite enormous subsidies, 
it came close to pure and simple collapse on 
Christmas Eve, following accidents, one of which 
(last October) had a particularly heavy death toll. 


What was the cause? The incoherence of a 
network fragmented between 25 firms, a twenty- 
sixth one taking care of infrastructure, and the 
deplorable state of the whole system for lack of 
investment. To-day, writes W. Pfaff, nearly 
everyone recognizes "the irresponsibility and 
haste" that went into the deregulation of British 
rail. Faced with the critical state of the 
nationalized utility, the defenders of privatization 
predicted that profit-based firms would make the 
necessary investments and rehabilitate the rail 
service to attract customers. What happened - 
and was, Pfaff insists, "easily foreseeable", - was 
that companies went for immediate profits, 
precipitating the ruin of the whole system. 


In the Californian case, the claims, by the 
defenders of the privatization of electricity, that 
prices would go down, have been proved totally 
wrong. Not only have prices soared, but California 
has experienced chaotic and repeated cuts, with 
economic consequences that are likely to be felt 
for a long time to come, at both local and national 
levels. 


For W. Pfaff, the "ideology of privatization" leads 
to blindness to two realities. The first is that, 
contrary to the dogma of the absolute superiority 
of the private sector where management is 
concerned, there exist public companies which 
have excellent} management, and _ private 
companies whose management is disastrous. The 
second is that when a non-profit-based company 
runs into difficulties, the fact of imposing a profit 
requirement, far from improving the situation, 
makes things far worse. It is time, according to 
the author, to denounce the propensity of 
politicians to "let themselves become prisoners of 
ideology" (ultra-liberal in this case) in contempt of 
the complexities, but also the evidences, of the 
real situation. 
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Star Wars Project the "Enforcement Arm 
for the Global Economy" 


by Karl Grossman 


The United States is seeking to “control space” 
and from space “dominate” the Earth below and 
“control” and “dominate” are words used 
repeatedly in U.S. military documents. The U.S. 
military, further, would like to base weapons in 
space. 


The new Bush administration is gung-ho for U.S. 
projection of space military power. As last month’s 
report of the “Space Commission” chaired by 
incoming Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld puts 
it: “In the coming period, the U.S. will conduct 
operations to, from, in and through space in 
support of its national interests both on the Earth 
and in space.” Star Wars is back. 


But there’s a difference since Star Wars first 
emerged under Ronald Reagan in 1983. Then it 
was purportedly needed to fend off what Reagan 
called the “evil empire,” the Soviet Union. 


There is no Soviet Union any longer. And a key 
rationale for Star Wars now, U.S. military 
documents acknowledge, is the global economy of 
which the U.S. is the engine. The U.S. would, from 
the “ultimate high ground” of space, “dominate” 
the planet below in part to keep the global 
economy on track. Says the U.S. Space 
Command's “Vision for 2020” report , its cover 
depicting a laser weapon shooting a beam down 
from space zapping a target below: “The 
globalization of the world economy will also 
continue with a widening between ‘haves’ and 
‘have-nots.’” From space, the U.S. would keep 
those “have-nots” in line. 


The U.S. Space Command, set up by the Pentagon 
in 1985, describes itself in “Vision for 2020” this 
way: “US Space Command dominating the space 
dimension of military operations to protect US 
interests and investment. Integrating Space 
Forces into warfighting capabilities across the full 
spectrum of conflict.” 


“Vision for 2020” compares the U.S. effort to 
“control space” and Earth below to how centuries 
ago “nations built navies to protect and enhance 
their commercial interests,” referring to the great 
empires of Europe that ruled the waves and thus 


the Earth to maintain their imperial economies. 
Consider the “Long Range Plan” of the U.S. Space 
Command. “The United States will remain a global 
power and exert global leadership,” it says. “The 
United States won’t always be able to forward 
base its forces... Widespread communications will 
highlight disparities in resources and quality of life 
contributing to unrest in developing countries...The 
global economy will continue to become more 
interdependent. Economic alliances, as well as the 
growth and influence of multi-national 
corporations, will blur security agreements...The 
gap between ‘have’ and ‘have-not’ nations will 
widen creating regional unrest...One of the long 
acknowledged and commonly — understood 
advantages of space-based platforms is no 
restriction or country clearances to overfly a 
nation from space.” 


The U.S. Space Command seeks to become “the 
enforcement arm for the global economy,” as Bill 
Sulzman, director of Citizens for Peace In Space 
put it at the international conference last year of 
the Global Network Against Weapons and Nuclear 
Power In Space. U.S. citizens are not aware of the 
broad military plans of the U.S. for space because 
of the PR spin of the new Star Wars pitch (it’s 
about protecting against a “Space Pearl Harbor,” 
as the Rumsfeld Commission puts it, “just” about 
“missile defense”) and due to communications 
media that are lazy and worse. 


But other nations of the world do understand. 
That’s why, at the United Nations last November 
20, a resolution was introduced on which 163 
nations voted yes for “Prevention of an Arms Race 
in} Outer Space.” It reaffirmed the basic 
international law on space, the Outer Space Treaty 
of 1967, and specifically its provision that space 
be set aside for “peaceful purposes.” The United 
States abstained. 


A country leading in the international effort to 
stop the U.S. plans by strengthening the Outer 
Space Treaty and barring all weapons from space 
is Canada, no potential rival. 


As Marc Vidricaire, representing Canada, said at 
the UN last year: “It has been suggested that our 
proposal is not relevant because the assessment 
on which it rests is either premature or alarmist. 
In our view, it is neither. One need only look at 
what is happening right now...” 


Moreover, stressed the Canadian statement, 
“There is no question that the technology can be 
developed to place weapons in outer space. There 
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is also no question that no state can expect to 
maintain a monopoly on such knowledge -- or 
such capabilities -- for all time. If one state 
actively pursues the weaponization of space, we 
can be sure others will follow.” 


But the rogue state called the United States is 
blocking the Canadian initiative. For the U.S. 
thinks it can be as the motto of the Air Force 
Space Command terms it*Master of Space.” 
“Master of Space.” It appears as a Space 
Command uniform patch and is in three-foot high 
letters over the entrance of the Air Force’s 50th 
Space Wing. It pretty well sums up the attitude 
toward space of the U.S. power structure. 


Working closely with the U.S. military in achieving 

this goal are major aerospace corporations. 
Indeed, the “Long Range Plan starts out by 
explaining how it has been U.S. Space Command’s 
“#1 priority...investing nearly 20 man-years to 
make it a reality” and: “The development and 
production process, by design, involved hundreds 
of people including about 75 corporations.” 


The “Long Range Plan” goes on to list those 75 
corporations beginning with Aerojet and going 
through Boeing, Lockheed Martin, Raytheon and 
Sparta Corp. to TRW and Vista Technologies. 


President Dwight Eisenhower warned in_ his 
“farewell address” in 1961 of the influence of a 
“military-industrial complex.” Now, the U.S. 
military boasts about how giant corporations are 
helping set U.S. military doctrine. Star Wars, with 
its powerful backers, never, in fact, went away. 
Funding at $6 billion-a-year plus monies in the 
“black” or secret for U.S. space military activities 
continued through the Clinton administration. Last 
December, Clinton’s Department of Defense 
cleared the way for development of the “Space 
Based Laser Readiness Demonstrator”a project of 
Lockheed Martin, Boeing and TRW with a “lifecycle 
budget” of $20 to $30 billion. A second space- 
based laser weapon on which development 
continued through the Clinton years is the “Alpha 
High-Energy Laser,” now test-fired more than 20 
times. 


It was Clinton’s Assistant Secretary of the U.S. 
Air Force for Space Keith Hall who said: “With 
regard to space dominance, we have it, we like it, 
and we’re going to keep it.” 


And things are far worse now with Bush and 
Cheney, their administration intimately linked to 
the aerospace companies Cheney himself a former 


member of the TRW board, his wife Lynn a 
member of the Lockheed Martin board and tied to 
the ultra right-wing “think tanks” that, with the 
U.S. military, have been promoting Star Wars. 


The new administration is pushing hard and fast to 
make space a new arena of war. 


Last month’s report by the Rumsfeld “Space 
Commission” calls for U.S. “power projection in, 
from and through space.” It seeks U.S. “superior 
space capabilities.” It says the U.S. president 
should “have the option to deploy weapons in 
space.” It emphasizes that it is “possible to project 
power through and from space in response to 
events anywhere in the world. Unlike weapons 
from aircraft, land forces or ships, space missions 
initiated from earth or space could be carried out 
with little transit, information or weather delay. 
Having this capability would give the U.S. a much 
stronger deterrent and, in a conflict, an 
extraordinary military advantage.” It proposes the 
U.S. Space Command become the nucleus of a 
U.S. Space Corps, to be like the Marine Corps and 
possibly “transition” to a fully separate Space 
Force or “Space Department” on par with the 
Army, Navy and Air Force several years hence. As 
the man whose legislation got the Rumsfeld 
“Space Commission” established, Senator Bob 
Smith of New Hampshire, said in an interview just 
taped with him to be part of my forthcoming “Star 
Wars Returns” video documentary, involved is the 
new “manifest destiny” of the U.S. “It is our 
manifest destiny,” said Senator Smith. “You know 
we went from the East Coast to the West Coast of 
the United States of America settling the continent 
and they call that manifest destiny and the next 
continent if you will, the next frontier, is space 
and it goes on forever.” Now it’s U.S. cosmic 
“manifest destiny.” 


The book, “The Future of War: Power, Technology 
and American World Dominance in the 2lst 
Century,” by think-tankers George and Meredith 
Friedman, concludes: “Just as by the year 1500 it 
was apparent that the European experience of 
power would be its domination of the global seas, 
it does not take much to see that the American 
experience of power will rest on the domination of 
space...Just as Europe expanded war and its 
power to the global oceans, the United States is 
expanding war and its power into space...Just as 
Europe shaped the world for half a millennium, so 
too the United States will shape the world for at 
least that length of time...For better or worse, 
America has seized hold of the future of war, and 
with it for a time the future of humanity.” 
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The rest of the world will not sit back and accept 
U.S. “world dominance” from space. If the U.S. 
moves ahead on its program of astro-imperialism, 
deploys weapons in space, other nations China 
and Russia right off will meet the U.S. in kind. 
There will be an arms race and inevitably war in 
space. As First Secretary of China’s UN delegation, 
Wang Xiaoyu, has declared: “Outer space is the 
common heritage of human beings. It should be 
used entirely for peaceful purposes and for the 
economic, scientific, and cultural development of 
all countries as well as the well-being of mankind. 
It must not be weaponized and become another 
arena of the arms race.” “Space domination,” he 
stated, “is a hegemonic concept. Its essence is 
monopoly of space and denial of others access to 
it.” If the U.S. pushes ahead, “other countries 
would in response launch their own” space military 
programs, China vowed. However, China is, for 
now, holding off and, paralleling Canada’s 
initiative, also seeking an international ban on 
weapons in space. But the U.S. has rebuffed the 
Chinese initiative, too. Incidentally, the weapons 
the U.S. military wants to deploy in space 
especially lasers will need large amounts of power. 
And nuclear energy is seen by the U.S. military as 
the “natural” power source for them. As “New 
World Vistas: Air And Space Power For The 2lst 
Century,” a U.S. Air Force board report, states: 
“In the next two decades, new technologies will 
allow the fielding of space-based weapons of 
devastating effectiveness to be used to deliver 
energy and mass as force projection in tactical 
and strategic conflict... These advances will enable 
lasers with reasonable mass and cost to effect 
very many kills.” But “power limitations impose 
restrictions” on such-based weapons systems 
making them “relatively unfeasible....A natural 
technology to enable high power,” it goes on, “is 
nuclear power in space.” 


“Setting the emotional issues of nuclear power 
aside, this technology offers a viable alternative 
for large amounts of power in space,” asserts 
“New World Vistas.” 


The Outer Space Treaty is a visionary document. 
It is a pact to keep war out of space. The U.S., 


incidentally, was a leader in getting it enacted. It 
is now signed now by most nations of the world. 
Based on the Antarctic Treaty, it calls for the 
“exploration and use of outer space [to] the 
benefit and in the interests of all countries” and 
prohibits the “placement in orbit around the Earth 
any objects carrying nuclear weapons or any other 
kinds of weapons of mass destruction.” For nearly 
four decades, it has kept space war-free. 


What a legacy to be left for our children and their 
children at the dawn of this new century, this new 
millennium, if the U.S. succeeds in trashing the 
Outer Space Treaty and makes space a new place 
for war. No one will profit but Boeing, Lockheed 
Martin and Raytheon and TRW, and so on. We 
have a narrow window to keep space for peace, to 
strengthen the Outer Space Treaty and ban all 
weapons in space. We must join with peoples from 
around the world and stop this move by the 
United States to turn the heavens into a war zone. 


Getting and spreading the information about what 
is going on is critical. And then: action, action, 
action. I urge you to join with the Global Network 
Against Weapons and Nuclear Power In Space and 
move against what is happening. We must 
challenge the anti-environmental, anti-democratic 
global economy and we must challenge its would- 
be “enforcement arm”the new U.S. space military 
establishment. 


Presentation at Technology and Globalization 
Teach-In, New York City, February 24, 2001 


by Karl Grossman, professor of journalism at the 
State University of New York/College at Old 
Westbury, and convenor of the Global Network 
Against Weapons and Nuclear Power In Space 
(352-337-9274 or http://www.space4peace.org or 
E-mail: globalnet@mindspring.com Its address is 
PO Box 90083, Gainesville, Florida 32607. 
Grossman’s home address: Box 1680, Sag Harbor, 
New York 11963. Telephone: 631-725-2858. Fax: 
631-725-9338. E-mail: 
kgrossman@hamptons.com 











